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Application No. 

10/067,241 


Applicant(s) 

SATO ET AL. 


Examiner 

Bradley L. Sisson 


Art Unit 

1634 





All Participants: 

(1) Bradley L. Sisson. Primary Examiner . 

(2) Vincent K. Shier. Ph.D.. Reo. No. 50.552 . 
Date of Interview: 25 September 2006 



Status of Application: 77 

(3) . 

(4) . 

Time: 



Type of Interview: 

[x] Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes S No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 

Potential rejection of claims under 35 USC 1 12, first paragrpah, as it relates to both written description and enablement 
requirements. 

Claims discussed: 
7-7, 9, and 10 

Prior art documents discussed: 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Application No. 10/067,241 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Mr. Sisson 
drew attention to the preamble as not indicating whether the beer yeasts are being differentiated from one another or 
from something else. Attention was also directed to the use of the abbreviation "bp" in defining the length of a primer. 
Mr. Sisson noted that primers are generally single stranded and are comprised of nucleotides, not "base pairs" (bp). 
Dr. Shier indicated agreement with this interpretation of primer construction. 

Using claim 1 as an example, Mr. Sisson indicated how the claim does not clearly indicate how one is to differentiate 
the various amplification products when, as presently written, the amplicons from any given species could have the 
same size as that derived from any other species. Mr. Sisson also noted that while the primers are to be from 15-30 
nucleotides, there is nothing in the claims that stipulates under what conditions they are to be used, and as such, the 
claims fairly encompass annealing conditions where the primers would bind to virtually any nucleotide sequence, and 
that one only needs the last 3 or 4 nucleotides (3 -terminus) for effective priming to take place, and as such, the 
remaining 12-27 nucleotides would not have any effect on the priming, or on the resultant amplicon, which could be 
from any where in the genome of the yeasts or any other contaminant present. 

Agreement was reached in that claim 3 fairly encompasses primers that have no similarity to any primer used in the 
preceding method as the phrase "one or more base substitutions" fairly encompasses a complete change in 
composition. Dr. Shier indicated that he would recommend cancellation of this claim. 

Dr. Shier agreed that significant issues of enablement do exist and requested the Office to prepare a written Office 
action identifying these issues. . 



